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Public views on the health care funding mix 

Introduction  

In the 2006/07 Monash Health and Social Values Survey, we included two items on the questionnaire 

that asked respondents about the fairness of the present health care funding mix. To test for 

fundamental values, ethics, and philosophical outlooks, we also added a comprehensive matrix of 

scales (that is, semantically similar, correlated questionnaire items) designed to gain some 

explanation regarding why respondents might think this funding mix appropriate. To this end, it 

seemed that the first step in gaining some idea of what might form or sway their views would be to 

test their responses to the funding mix items across a broad suite of demographics, values, 

philosophies and views. Below, we report the raw findings of these two funding mix items, and the 

results of multiple crosstabs between groups. 

Government Funding of Health Services Costs 

The table below (and accompanying chart) shows likert options for two health funding cost-related 

questionnaire items.  

 Table A Likert Response Breakdowns 

Item Strongly 

Agree 

Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly 

Disagree 

1. In my opinion, the funding mix (2/3 

government and 1/3 private) is about right 

12.5 35.1 24.3 20.4 7.6 

2. The Australian Government should be 

paying more than just two-thirds of the health 

bill and raise taxes to pay for this 

9.8 20.0 26.2 30.3 13.7 

 

With nearly half of respondents agreeing with the first proposition (that the present funding mix is 

'about right'), and another quarter non-committal, it is probably fair to say that the present 

arrangements enjoy some support in the Australian community. However, it is not exactly possible 

from this item to know why a respondent might disagree: is the private contribution too little (and the 

government's too generous) or is it too much (implying the government is too stingy in sharing the 

burden of health care)? The second item clarifies the issue somewhat (specifically, it adds the 

qualification that increased public funding implies increased taxation), showing that there is relatively 

less support for the idea of the government paying more (less than one in three agreeing that the 

government should pay more). This implies that the public continues to resist higher taxation levels to 

finance a more generous health system ("... and raise taxes to pay for this"). 
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Summary of Tables 

The tables that follow present exhaustive statistical tests for 122 different pairs of groups (using chi-

square test of independence) for the two items. The ultimate aim is not primarily to test whether any 

single item shows a difference between pairs - although this is certainly valid for major demographics 

(such as sex or age group). Rather, by reporting general results between groups, for example, 

between a high social capital group (such as a high score on 'Social Capital: Trust and Safety') and a 

lower scoring group (a low score on 'Trust and Safety'), it can be used to generate evidence of 

general patterns. In the case of Social Capital, there are in fact nine different scales that all test 

aspects of social networks and the benefits respondents gain from them. What is of interest is 

whether a number of Social Capital scales return significant differences, rather than just the odd one. 

Inspection of the tables - especially the statistically significant differences shown in the final columns - 

reveals at a glance patterns in the data, and suggests hypothesis for more refined testing, such as 

regression analysis. 

Groups and Scales 

As mentioned, many of the groups are demographic dichotomous variables - such as male versus 

female - or are made so such as those born between 1910 and 1945 ("Foggies" versus "the rest"), or 

in the case of schooling background, we have compared those who attended private schools versus 

those government schooled, or Catholic schooled versus government schooled. Others are made 

dichotomous from scales, comparing those who scored highly (or even above the median) to those 

who scored relatively lowly (below the median). 

The characteristics are broadly classified according to the structure below. Further information of the 

composition and reliability of these scales is available in Anderson et al. (2008): The Structure of 

Philosophical and Ethical Views Among the Australian Public: Background Paper to the Monash 

Health and Social Values Survey Project. This is available from the Centre for Health Economics 

website. Some tests are missing either because the particular scales were not included on a particular 

questionnaire (there were two different questionnaires). The groups for which we test fall under one of 

the following broad areas: 

 

Part A Genetic and Background Demographics 

Part B Lifeway Demographics 

Part C Income Advancement and Life Satisfaction 

Part D Education and Special Knowledge 

Part E Public Issues, Economic And Political Outlooks 

 Part E1 Economic Objectives 

 Part E2 Economic Organisation 
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 Part E3 Social Welfare and Social Justice 

Part E4 Voting Intentions and Positioning 

Part E5 Government Spending Priorities 

Part F General Moral and Social Order Outlooks 

Part F1 Position and Expression 

Part F2 Personal Freedom and Tolerance 

Part F3 Responsibility and Meaning 

Part G Personal Religious Views and Affectations 

Part G1 General Religiosity 

Part G2 Evolution, Design and Human Origins Beliefs 

Part H Personal Philosophical Views: Sources of Authority 

Part I General Ethics & Duty 

Part I1 Utilitarianism, Kantianism and Duty 

Part I2 Law, Conscience and Duty 

Part I3 Relativism and Tolerance 

Part I4 Environment and Animals 

Part J Personality Factors 

Part J1 'Big Five' Personality Factors 

Part J2 LOC (Locus of Control) 

Part J3 Fatalism, Freewill and Achievement 

Part J4 Personal Attributes 

Part K Social Capital (Community Networks) 

Part L Logic and Rationality 

Part M Medical and Personal Habits and Characteristics 

 

Reading the Tables 

The proportion of responses in agreement (that is, sum of agrees) is given for each item as a 

comparison of the first and second test groups - in the case of the first 'pair' shown, it is females 
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versus males (so, in the first Table, below, 49.0 percent of females agreed with the proposition that 

"In my opinion, the funding mix . . . is about right", while for males, 45.0 percent agreed. The 

difference between the two (female agreement minus male agreement) is shown in the 'Diff' column 

(in this case, 4.0 percentage points). The columns n1 and n2 respectively give a weighted 

approximation of the total sample sizes involved in each demographic (in this case, 252 females and 

172 males). These numbers will vary slightly from the actual sample sizes, since we weighted the 

numbers according to age and education level. The 'sg' column records if this difference is likely to 

hold for the general population ("*" statistically significant at the 0.05 level; "**" statistically significant 

at the 0.01 level). The final two columns both refer to Variable 1 (in this case, 'Females'), and report - 

if, and only if, the result is statistically significant - whether the Female agreement proportion is 

greater than the 'other' group (in this case, 'Male'), in which case "Females" would appear in the 'Over 

Ave' column. If the Female agreement proportion was less than the Male (and it was statistically 

significant), then "Females" would appear in the 'Under Av' Column. 

 

1. [At the moment, the Australian Government funds about two-thirds of the cost of health services, 

while individuals and private health insurance pays for the other one-third. Do you agree or 

disagree with the following] In my opinion, the funding mix (2/3 government and 1/3 private) is 

about right. 

 

Part A 
Genetic and Family Background Demographics 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Females 49.0  Males 45.0  4.0 252 172    

Born 1910 to 1945 54.0  All Others 45.2  8.8 115 168    

Born 1946 to 1964 45.2  All Others 45.0  0.2 168 139    

Born 1965 or After 45.0  All Others 54.0  -9.0 139 115    

Australian Born 48.6  Overseas Born 39.9  8.7 351 63    

English Speaking 
Background 

46.9  Non-English 
Speaking 
Background 

65.3  -18.4 411 11    

Rural Location 42.9  Urban Location 44.0  -1.1 122 116    

Worker in Paid 
Employment 

45.9  Not In Labour Force 51.0  -5.1 244 164    

Catholic Schooling 48.1  Government 
Schooling 

46.8  1.3 76 311    

Independent 
Schooling 

49.3  Government 
Schooling 

46.8  2.5 33 311    

Part B 
Lifeway Demographics 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Married 47.6  Divorced or 

Separated 

62.5  -14.9 291 37    

Raised Children 47.7  No Offspring 47.6  0.1 357 74    

Part C 
Income Advancement and Life Satisfaction 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Income ($60K 

and Over) 

47.3  Low Income 

(Under $30K) 

48.8  -1.5 152 111    
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High Advancement 
in Life 
Achievements 

48.4  Low Advancement 
in Life 
Achievements 

46.4  2.0 196 197    

High Life 
Satisfaction 

47.9  Low Life 
Satisfaction 

47.1  0.8 206 223    

Part D 
Education and Special Knowledge 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Education 

(University Level 

Qual) 

52.7  Low Education 

(Secondary/Trade) 

46.0  6.7 94 324    

Have Studied 

Economics 

57.6  Have Not Studied 

Economics 

37.8  19.8 73 162 ** Have 

Studied 

Economics 

 

Have Read an 

Economics 

Textbook 

45.7  Have Not Read an 

Economics 

Textbook 

40.6  5.1 43 159    

Medical Related 

Field (Work or 

Study) 

58.1  Non-Medical 

Work/Study 

46.7  11.4 36 394    

Have Studied 

Science 

50.5  Have Not Studied 

Science 

34.7  15.8 55 40    

Part E1 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Economic Objectives 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Belief 

Australians as 

Fair, Tolerant and 

Sharing 

44.4  Low Belief 

Australians as 

Fair, Tolerant and 

Sharing 

44.1  0.3 192 93    

Happiness (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

46.4  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

47.0  -0.6 60 314    

Choice (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

56.2  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

45.5  10.7 48 325    

Liberty (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

44.5  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

47.4  -2.9 67 307    

Economic 
Prosperity (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

47.7  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

46.7  1.0 77 297    

Fairness (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

31.7  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

49.7  -18.0 58 316 *  Fairness 

(First 

Ranked 

Social 

Objective 

Sense of 
Community (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

55.6  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

45.1  10.5 64 310    

Fairness and 

Community as 

First and Second 

54.7  Liberty and 

Prosperity as First 

and Second 

48.9  5.8 28 18    

Fairness or 

Community as 

First Choice 

44.2  Liberty or 

Prosperity as First 

Choice 

46.2  -2.0 122 144    
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Part E2 

Econo-Political Outlooks: Economic Organisation 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Pref 
Privatisation/Govern
ment Ownership 

48.2  Low Pref 
Privatisation/Govern
ment Ownership 

47.2  1.0 235 195    

High User Pays 
Principles (Public 
Park Entrance 
Fees) 

41.2  Low User Pays 
Principles (Public 
Park Entrance 
Fees) 

48.5  -7.3 172 173    

High Belief 

Australians Should 

Cooperate Rather 

Than Compete 

48.5  Low Belief 

Australians Should 

Cooperate Rather 

Than Compete 

37.4  11.1 176 109    

High Commitment 

to Government 

Efficiencies 

45.8  Low Commitment 

to Government 

Efficiencies 

49.7  -3.9 227 204    

Part E3 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Social Welfare and Social Justice 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Support for 

Legislation to 

protect Families re 

Working Hours 

38.7  Low Support for 

Legislation to 

protect Families re 

Working Hours 

50.6  -11.9 164 181 *  High 

Support for 

Legislation 

to protect 

Families re 

Working 

Hours 

Accept Widening 

Income Disparities 

47.5  Oppose Widening 

Income Disparities 

42.6  4.9 166 178    

High Hard Work 

and Self-

Sufficiency 

52.0  Low Hard Work 

and Self-

Sufficiency 

42.6  9.4 258 133    

Hi Support for 

Govt Role to Level 

Income Disparities 

48.8  Low Support for 

Govt Role to Level 

Income Disparities 

46.6  2.2 243 186    

Support Govt 

Subsidising 

Sports and the 

Arts 

48.2  Oppose Govt 

Subsidising 

Sports and the 

Arts 

47.0  1.2 231 199    

High Social 

Justice 

Commitment 

46.7  Low Social Justice 

Commitment 

48.6  -1.9 210 220    

High Commitment 

to Universal 

Pension 

Entitlements 

36.7  Low Commitment 

to Universal 

Pension 

Entitlements 

47.7  -11.0 109 93    

Part E4 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Voting Intentions and Positioning 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Coalition Voting 
(Liberal or National) 

57.2  Non-Coalition 
Voting 

38.9  18.3 197 204 ** Coalition 

Voting 

(Liberal or 

National) 

 

ALP Voting 41.3  Non-ALP Voting 51.8  -10.5 148 252 *  ALP Voting 

Greens Voting 34.4  Non-Greens Voting 48.8  -14.4 25 375    

Left Wing in 

Politics 

42.5  Right Wing in 

Politics 

57.0  -14.5 117 115 *  Left Wing 

in Politics 



 

Public views on the health care funding mix 8 

 

 

Tending to the 

Centre in Politics 

and Economics 

52.2  Tending to the 

Wings (Left or 

Right) in Politics 

and Economics 

49.7  2.5 79 232    

Strong Support for 

Nominated 

Political Affiliation 

43.6  Weak Support for 

Nominated 

Political Affiliation 

52.2  -8.6 175 225    

Part E5 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Government Spending Priorities 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

More Spending: 
Police, Military and 
Terrorism 

44.9  Less Spending: 
Police, Military and 
Terrorism 

44.6  0.3 182 161    

More Spending: 
Arts, Environment, 
Universities 

48.4  Less Spending: 
Arts, Environment, 
Universities 

41.4  7.0 167 176    

More Spending: 
Health, Education, 
Medical Research 

41.7  Less Spending: 
Health, Education, 
Medical Research 

47.6  -5.9 170 174    

Part F1 
Moral And Social Order Outlooks: Position and Expression 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Socially 

Conservative 

52.1  Socially 

Progressive 

44.7  7.4 160 202    

Tending to Centre 

in Moral Issues 

44.0  Tending to Take 

Moral Positions in 

Moral Issues 

48.0  -4.0 51 362    

Part F2 
Moral And Social Order Outlooks: Personal Freedom and Tolerance 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Tolerance for 

Sexual Freedom  

in Society 

47.3  Low Tolerance for 

Sexual Freedom  

in Society 

48.2  -0.9 274 155    

High Tolerance for 

Social Drug Use 

44.5  Low Tolerance for 

Social Drug Use 

49.3  -4.8 155 274    

High Tolerance for 

Radical Social 

Views 

47.1  Low Tolerance for 

Radical Social 

Views 

48.9  -1.8 229 197    

High Tolerance for 

Media and Its 

Independence 

47.2  Low Tolerance for 

Media and Its 

Independence 

47.7  -0.5 165 265    

High Tolerance for 

Educational 

Alternatives 

52.3  Low Tolerance for 

Educational 

Alternatives 

40.6  11.7 144 28    

Part F3 
Moral And Social Order Outlooks: Responsibility and Meaning 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High 'People Need 

Meaning' Enforced 

41.9  Low 'People Need 

Meaning' Enforced 

47.7  -5.8 155 86    

Part G1 
Religious Affectations: General Religiosity 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Little Importance 

to Religious Faith 

44.6  High Importance 

to Religious Faith 

51.5  -6.9 209 136    

Feel Strong Duty 

to God 

47.0  No Duty to God 41.8  5.2 110 138    

High Religiosity 

and Spirituality 

46.9  Low Religiosity 

and Spirituality 

48.0  -1.1 198 226    
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High True 

Significance: 

Character, 

Achievement, 

Deeds 

48.0  Low True 

Significance: 

Character, 

Achievement, 

Deeds 

46.0  2.0 261 162    

High True 

Significance 

Comes From 

Image of God 

49.9  Low True 

Significance 

Comes From 

Image of God 

45.4  4.5 194 233    

Secular (Non-

Religious) 

Spirituality 

43.7  Purely Secular 46.4  -2.7 39 145    

Protestant 

Orthodoxy 

60.7  Liberal Religious 49.6  11.1 70 22    

Part G2 
Religious Affectations: Evolution, Design and Human Origins 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Belief in the 

Fact of Evolution 

47.0  Low Belief in the 

Fact of Evolution 

55.6  -8.6 100 72    

High Belief in 

Intelligent Design 

53.1  Low Belief in 

Intelligent Design 

48.7  4.4 75 97    

No Mechanism for 

Evolutionary 

Change 

52.5  Natural Selection 

Facilitates 

Evolutionary 

Change 

48.9  3.6 85 86    

High Tolerance for 

Teaching 

Creationism 

51.1  Low Tolerance for 

Teaching 

Creationism 

51.3  -0.2 81 90    

Link Between 

Evolution and 

Moral Laxity 

54.3  No Link Between 

Evolution and 

Moral Laxity 

48.1  6.2 65 95    

Part H 
Personal Philosophical Views: Sources of Authority 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Science, 

Psychology & 

Intellectuals 

Reliable Guide 

Ethics 

46.1  Low Science, 

Psychology & 

Intellectuals 

Reliable Guide 

Ethics 

47.2  -1.1 172 190    

High Public 

Opinion Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

48.2  Low Public 

Opinion Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

46.0  2.2 195 170    

High Conscience, 

Inner Light, 

Tradition Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

45.4  Low Conscience, 

Inner Light, 

Tradition Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

49.0  -3.6 185 180    

High Authority of 

Bible Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

51.0  Low Authority of 

Bible Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

48.4  2.6 138 151    

Part I1 
General Ethics: Utilitarian, Kantian and Duty 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Personal Self 

Interest 

48.3  Low Personal Self 

Interest 

46.2  2.1 188 177    

High Utilitarian 

Philosophy 

36.3  Low Utilitarian 

Philosophy 

52.7  -16.4 104 148 **  High 

Utilitarian 

Philosophy 
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High Duty Before 

Personal 

Happiness 

54.4  Low Duty Before 

Personal 

Happiness 

37.2  17.2 170 177 ** High Duty 

Before 

Personal 

Happiness 

 

High Kantian re 

Affect of Lying on 

Social Cohesion 

40.9  Low Kantian re 

Affect of Lying on 

Social Cohesion 

51.2  -10.3 191 157    

High Kantian re 

Social Rules 

46.2  Low Kantian re 

Social Rules 

49.2  -3.0 206 71    

High Duty to 

Friends, 

Neighbours, Poor 

& Nation 

47.2  Low Duty to 

Friends, 

Neighbours, Poor 

& Nation 

43.7  3.5 165 182    

High End Justifies 

the Means 

46.1  Low End Justifies 

the Means 

43.3  2.8 85 155    

High Foolish to 

Sacrifice for Ideals 

37.4  Low Foolish to 

Sacrifice for Ideals 

48.5  -11.1 94 145    

Part I2 
General Ethics: Law, Conscience and Duty 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Tend to Obey the 

Law Rather Than 

Follow Conscience 

50.7  Tend to Follow 

Conscience Rather 

Than Obey the 

Law 

49.5  1.2 173 210    

Duty is Done to 

Fulfill Others Only 

42.6  Duty is Done to 

Fulfill The Self 

Only 

37.4  5.2 35 36    

High Duty to Fulfill 

Others 

44.6  Low Duty to Fulfill 

Others 

39.4  5.2 201 60    

High Duty to Fulfill 

the Self 

44.5  Low Duty to Fulfill 

the Self 

42.5  2.0 204 59    

High View of 

Expectations and 

Role in Duty 

43.4  Low View of 

Expectations and 

Role in Duty 

44.2  -0.8 187 77    

Part I3 
General Ethics: Relativism and Tolerance 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Tolerance of 

Other Cultures 

49.7  Low Tolerance of 

Other Cultures 

46.0  3.7 201 228    

High Relativism: 

No Cultures 

Morally Superior to 

Others 

51.0  Low Relativism: 

No Cultures 

Morally Superior to 

Others 

43.9  7.1 232 198    

Part I4 
General Ethics: Environment and Animals 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Duty to Pets 43.7  Low Duty to Pets 48.6  -4.9 216 72    

High Commitment 

to Environmental 

Cleanup 

47.0  Low Commitment 

to Environmental 

Cleanup 

40.8  6.2 231 111    

Part J1 
Personality Factors: Big Five 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Extraversion 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

48.9  Low Extraversion 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

46.5  2.4 187 243    
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High 

Agreeableness 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

50.0  Low 

Agreeableness 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

45.1  4.9 217 212    

High 

Conscientiousnes

s (Big Five 

Personality) 

50.0  Low 

Conscientiousnes

s (Big Five 

Personality) 

44.9  5.1 220 209    

High Emotional 

Stability (Big Five 

Personality) 

52.0  Low Emotional 

Stability (Big Five 

Personality) 

43.4  8.6 207 222    

High Imagination 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

50.4  Low Imagination 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

44.9  5.5 204 225    

Part J2 
Personality Factors: Locus of Control 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Internal 

Locus of Control 

52.0  Low Internal 

Locus of Control 

39.6  12.4 258 115 * High 

Internal 

Locus of 

Control 

 

High Powerful 

Others Locus of 

Control 

49.4  Low Powerful 

Others Locus of 

Control 

45.4  4.0 212 152    

High Chance 

Locus of Control 

42.7  Low Chance 

Locus of Control 

54.9  -12.2 253 172 *  High 

Chance 

Locus of 

Control 

Part J3 
Personality Factors: Fatalism, Freewill and Achievement 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Personal 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

49.1  Low Personal 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

38.7  10.4 79 58    

High Economic 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

42.9  Low Economic 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

45.4  -2.5 52 86    

High Genetic and 

Social Fatalism 

40.5  Low Genetic and 

Social Fatalism 

51.8  -11.3 82 54    

Part J4 
Personality Factors: Personal Attributes 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

More Pleasure in 

Giving Gifts 

50.7  More Pleasure in 

Receiving 

Gifts/Unsure 

40.3  10.4 315 109    

High Personally 

Ambitious and 

Competitive 

48.1  Low Personally 

Ambitious and 

Competitive 

41.0  7.1 136 149    

Part K 
Social Capital/Community Networks 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Trust and 

Safety (Social 

Capital) 

42.4  Low Trust and 

Safety (Social 

Capital) 

49.4  -7.0 208 133    

High Value of Life 

(Social Capital) 

50.8  Low Value of Life 

(Social Capital) 

34.8  16.0 219 121 ** High Value 

of Life 

(Social 

Capital) 
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High Tolerance of 

Diversity (Social 

Capital) 

47.5  Low Tolerance of 

Diversity (Social 

Capital) 

40.8  6.7 215 125    

High Work 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

50.1  Low Work 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

35.3  14.8 222 114 ** High Work 

Connection

s (Social 

Capital) 

 

High Participation 

in Local 

Community (Social 

Capital) 

49.9  Low Participation 

in Local 

Community (Social 

Capital) 

40.2  9.7 171 171    

High Family and 

Friends 

Connection (Social 

Capital) 

52.0  Low Family and 

Friends 

Connection (Social 

Capital) 

36.0  16.0 193 149 ** High Family 

and 

Friends 

Connection 

(Social 

Capital) 

 

High 

Neighbourhood 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

47.9  Low 

Neighbourhood 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

42.5  5.4 165 178    

High Social 

Agency/Social 

Context Proactivity 

(Social Capital) 

46.6  Low Social 

Agency/Social 

Context Proactivity 

(Social Capital) 

44.1  2.5 136 206    

High Life is Good 

(Social Capital) 

52.6  Low Life is Good 

(Social Capital) 

40.9  11.7 122 218 * High Life is 

Good 

(Social 

Capital) 

 

Part L 
Logic and Rationality 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #1 

52.0  Low Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #1 

45.3  6.7 135 53    

High Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #2 

48.0  Low Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #2 

51.6  -3.6 97 52    

High Rationality 

(re Superstition) 

46.2  Low Rationality (re 

Superstition) 

34.5  11.7 102 33    

High Rationality 

(re Govt Spending) 

46.3  Low Rationality (re 

Govt Spending) 

38.0  8.3 234 68    

High Accept 

Controversial 

Scientific Results 

46.6  Low Accept 

Controversial 

Scientific Results 

47.9  -1.3 171 224    

Part M 
Medical and Personal Habits and Characteristics 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Smoker (Light or 
Heavy) 

34.4  Non-Smoker 51.0  -16.6 89 339 **  Smoker 

(Light or 

Heavy) 

Daily or Heavy 
Drinker of Alcohol 

39.4  None or Moderate 
Drinker of Alcohol 

49.7  -10.3 95 333    

Moderately or 
Definitely 
Overweight 

43.4  Not Overweight 51.7  -8.3 226 199    
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Has Private Health 

Insurance 

49.0  No Private Health 

Insurance 

44.9  4.1 247 163    

Have Experienced 

Prolonged Illness 

49.1  No Experience 

Prolonged Illness 

41.8  7.3 61 179    

 

 

2. [At the moment, the Australian Government funds about two-thirds of the cost of health services, 

while individuals and private health insurance pays for the other one-third. Do you agree or 

disagree with the following] The Australian Government should be paying more than just two-thirds 

of the health bill and raise taxes to pay for this. 

  

Part A 
Genetic and Family Background Demographics 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Females 25.3  Males 36.9  -11.6 252 173 **  Females 

Born 1910 to 1945 28.5  All Others 35.8  -7.3 117 168    

Born 1946 to 1964 35.8  All Others 23.4  12.4 168 139 * Born 1946 

to 1964 

 

Born 1965 or After 23.4  All Others 28.5  -5.1 139 117    

Australian Born 27.7  Overseas Born 40.7  -13.0 350 65 *  Australian 

Born 

English Speaking 
Background 

30.0  Non-English 
Speaking 
Background 

27.6  2.4 413 11    

Rural Location 29.0  Urban Location 37.9  -8.9 121 119    

Worker in Paid 
Employment 

28.8  Not In Labour Force 27.6  1.2 245 165    

Catholic Schooling 26.9  Government 
Schooling 

32.1  -5.2 76 313    

Independent 
Schooling 

17.6  Government 
Schooling 

32.1  -14.5 33 313    

Part B 
Lifeway Demographics 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Married 26.2  Divorced or 

Separated 

36.7  -10.5 293 37    

Raised Children 27.7  No Offspring 40.0  -12.3 359 74 *  Raised 

Children 

Part C 
Income Advancement and Life Satisfaction 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Income ($60K 

and Over) 

29.1  Low Income 

(Under $30K) 

37.5  -8.4 152 112    

High Advancement 
in Life 
Achievements 

29.3  Low Advancement 
in Life 
Achievements 

31.6  -2.3 198 197    

High Life 
Satisfaction 

27.0  Low Life 
Satisfaction 

32.5  -5.5 208 223    

Part D 
Education and Special Knowledge 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Education 

(University Level 

Qual) 

33.1  Low Education 

(Secondary/Trade) 

28.8  4.3 95 324    
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Have Studied 

Economics 

27.1  Have Not Studied 

Economics 

36.4  -9.3 73 164    

Have Read an 

Economics 

Textbook 

41.2  Have Not Read an 

Economics 

Textbook 

34.7  6.5 43 161    

Medical Related 

Field (Work or 

Study) 

16.7  Non-Medical 

Work/Study 

31.0  -14.3 36 396    

Have Studied 

Science 

30.9  Have Not Studied 

Science 

38.6  -7.7 56 41    

Part E1 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Economic Objectives 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Belief 

Australians as 

Fair, Tolerant and 

Sharing 

29.6  Low Belief 

Australians as 

Fair, Tolerant and 

Sharing 

42.6  -13.0 194 93 *  High Belief 

Australians 

as Fair, 

Tolerant 

and 

Sharing 

Happiness (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

29.5  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

29.4  0.1 60 315    

Choice (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

20.8  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

30.7  -9.9 48 326    

Liberty (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

27.4  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

29.8  -2.4 68 306    

Economic 
Prosperity (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

30.5  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

29.1  1.4 76 298    

Fairness (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

43.3  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

26.9  16.4 57 317 * Fairness 

(First 

Ranked 

Social 

Objective) 

 

Sense of 
Community (First 
Ranked Social 
Objective) 

24.2  Another Social 
Objective Ranked 
First 

30.5  -6.3 64 310    

Fairness and 

Community as 

First and Second 

23.3  Liberty and 

Prosperity as First 

and Second 

49.4  -26.1 28 17    

Fairness or 

Community as 

First Choice 

33.2  Liberty or 

Prosperity as First 

Choice 

29.0  4.2 122 145    

Part E2 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Economic Organisation 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Pref 
Privatisation/Govern
ment Ownership 

22.1  Low Pref 
Privatisation/Govern
ment Ownership 

38.9  -16.8 235 196 **  High Pref 

Privatisatio

n/Governm

ent 

Ownership 

High User Pays 
Principles (Public 
Park Entrance 
Fees) 

29.6  Low User Pays 
Principles (Public 
Park Entrance 
Fees) 

30.9  -1.3 172 174    
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High Belief 

Australians Should 

Cooperate Rather 

Than Compete 

30.7  Low Belief 

Australians Should 

Cooperate Rather 

Than Compete 

38.9  -8.2 178 109    

High Commitment 

to Government 

Efficiencies 

28.3  Low Commitment 

to Government 

Efficiencies 

31.4  -3.1 226 206    

Part E3 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Social Welfare and Social Justice 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Support for 

Legislation to 

protect Families re 

Working Hours 

35.4  Low Support for 

Legislation to 

protect Families re 

Working Hours 

24.9  10.5 166 179 * High 

Support for 

Legislation 

to protect 

Families re 

Working 

Hours 

 

Accept Widening 

Income Disparities 

24.3  Oppose Widening 

Income Disparities 

35.2  -10.9 166 179 *  Accept 

Widening 

Income 

Disparities 

High Hard Work 

and Self-

Sufficiency 

23.3  Low Hard Work 

and Self-

Sufficiency 

40.9  -17.6 260 132 **  High Hard 

Work and 

Self-

Sufficiency 

Hi Support for 

Govt Role to Level 

Income Disparities 

33.2  Low Support for 

Govt Role to Level 

Income Disparities 

25.2  8.0 244 186    

Support Govt 

Subsidising 

Sports and the 

Arts 

30.6  Oppose Govt 

Subsidising 

Sports and the 

Arts 

28.9  1.7 233 200    

High Social 

Justice 

Commitment 

32.8  Low Social Justice 

Commitment 

26.7  6.1 210 222    

High Commitment 

to Universal 

Pension 

Entitlements 

36.0  Low Commitment 

to Universal 

Pension 

Entitlements 

32.4  3.6 111 93    

Part E4 
Econo-Political Outlooks: Voting Intentions and Positioning 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Coalition Voting 
(Liberal or National) 

23.2  Non-Coalition 
Voting 

35.9  -12.7 196 207 **  Coalition 

Voting 

(Liberal or 

National) 

ALP Voting 33.5  Non-ALP Voting 27.5  6.0 151 252    

Greens Voting 41.2  Non-Greens Voting 28.9  12.3 26 376    

Left Wing in 

Politics 

48.2  Right Wing in 

Politics 

17.1  31.1 120 115 ** Left Wing 

in Politics 

 

Tending to the 

Centre in Politics 

and Economics 

24.1  Tending to the 

Wings (Left or 

Right) in Politics 

and Economics 

33.0  -8.9 78 236    

Strong Support for 

Nominated 

Political Affiliation 

35.1  Weak Support for 

Nominated 

Political Affiliation 

27.9  7.2 178 225    
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Part E5 

Econo-Political Outlooks: Government Spending Priorities 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

More Spending: 
Police, Military and 
Terrorism 

31.5  Less Spending: 
Police, Military and 
Terrorism 

28.7  2.8 183 160    

More Spending: 
Arts, Environment, 
Universities 

31.7  Less Spending: 
Arts, Environment, 
Universities 

28.8  2.9 167 177    

More Spending: 
Health, Education, 
Medical Research 

34.2  Less Spending: 
Health, Education, 
Medical Research 

26.5  7.7 174 171    

Part F1 
Moral And Social Order Outlooks: Position and Expression 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Socially 

Conservative 

22.0  Socially 

Progressive 

35.7  -13.7 162 202 **  Socially 

Conserv-

ative 

Tending to Centre 

in Moral Issues 

33.9  Tending to Take 

Moral Positions in 

Moral Issues 

29.6  4.3 50 364    

Part F2 
Moral And Social Order Outlooks: Personal Freedom and Tolerance 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Tolerance for 

Sexual Freedom  

in Society 

31.2  Low Tolerance for 

Sexual Freedom  

in Society 

27.6  3.6 276 155    

High Tolerance for 

Social Drug Use 

40.8  Low Tolerance for 

Social Drug Use 

23.6  17.2 156 275 ** High 

Tolerance 

for Social 

Drug Use 

 

High Tolerance for 

Radical Social 

Views 

32.7  Low Tolerance for 

Radical Social 

Views 

26.9  5.8 229 199    

High Tolerance for 

Media and Its 

Independence 

34.4  Low Tolerance for 

Media and Its 

Independence 

27.1  7.3 164 267    

High Tolerance for 

Educational 

Alternatives 

30.9  Low Tolerance for 

Educational 

Alternatives 

34.1  -3.2 146 28    

Part F3 
Moral And Social Order Outlooks: Responsibility and Meaning 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High 'People Need 

Meaning' Enforced 

35.8  Low 'People Need 

Meaning' Enforced 

30.2  5.6 157 86    

Part G1 
Religious Affectations: General Religiosity 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Little Importance 

to Religious Faith 

34.0  High Importance 

to Religious Faith 

25.6  8.4 209 136    

Feel Strong Duty 

to God 

25.7  No Duty to God 34.8  -9.1 109 139    

High Religiosity 

and Spirituality 

29.1  Low Religiosity 

and Spirituality 

30.7  -1.6 198 228    
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High True 

Significance: 

Character, 

Achievement, 

Deeds 

33.4  Low True 

Significance: 

Character, 

Achievement, 

Deeds 

22.7  10.7 265 160 * High True 

Significanc

e: 

Character, 

Achieveme

nt, Deeds 

 

High True 

Significance 

Comes From 

Image of God 

23.4  Low True 

Significance 

Comes From 

Image of God 

35.4  -12.0 193 235 **  High True 

Significanc

e Comes 

From 

Image of 

God 

Secular (Non-

Religious) 

Spirituality 

45.9  Purely Secular 32.3  13.6 39 146    

Protestant 

Orthodoxy 

24.3  Liberal Religious 25.6  -1.3 70 22    

Part G2 
Religious Affectations: Evolution, Design and Human Origins 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Belief in the 

Fact of Evolution 

31.1  Low Belief in the 

Fact of Evolution 

32.7  -1.6 103 72    

High Belief in 

Intelligent Design 

28.7  Low Belief in 

Intelligent Design 

34.1  -5.4 76 99    

No Mechanism for 

Evolutionary 

Change 

28.7  Natural Selection 

Facilitates 

Evolutionary 

Change 

34.3  -5.6 86 87    

High Tolerance for 

Teaching 

Creationism 

34.3  Low Tolerance for 

Teaching 

Creationism 

28.4  5.9 82 91    

Link Between 

Evolution and 

Moral Laxity 

27.4  No Link Between 

Evolution and 

Moral Laxity 

36.2  -8.8 66 97    

Part H 
Personal Philosophical Views: Sources of Authority 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Science, 

Psychology & 

Intellectuals 

Reliable Guide 

Ethics 

35.6  Low Science, 

Psychology & 

Intellectuals 

Reliable Guide 

Ethics 

29.6  6.0 174 191    

High Public 

Opinion Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

31.8  Low Public 

Opinion Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

34.1  -2.3 195 174    

High Conscience, 

Inner Light, 

Tradition Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

31.7  Low Conscience, 

Inner Light, 

Tradition Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

34.1  -2.4 188 180    

High Authority of 

Bible Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

29.1  Low Authority of 

Bible Reliable 

Ethics Guide 

37.3  -8.2 137 153    

Part I1 
General Ethics: Utilitarian, Kantian and Duty 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Personal Self 

Interest 

31.8  Low Personal Self 

Interest 

34.2  -2.4 188 180    

High Utilitarian 

Philosophy 

32.3  Low Utilitarian 

Philosophy 

25.0  7.3 105 146    
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High Duty Before 

Personal 

Happiness 

30.1  Low Duty Before 

Personal 

Happiness 

30.1  0.0 167 181    

High Kantian re 

Affect of Lying on 

Social Cohesion 

27.5  Low Kantian re 

Affect of Lying on 

Social Cohesion 

32.3  -4.8 191 157    

High Kantian re 

Social Rules 

32.9  Low Kantian re 

Social Rules 

31.8  1.1 208 73    

High Duty to 

Friends, 

Neighbours, Poor 

& Nation 

31.0  Low Duty to 

Friends, 

Neighbours, Poor 

& Nation 

28.9  2.1 167 180    

High End Justifies 

the Means 

28.2  Low End Justifies 

the Means 

37.3  -9.1 87 154    

High Foolish to 

Sacrifice for Ideals 

43.3  Low Foolish to 

Sacrifice for Ideals 

27.5  15.8 96 145 * High 

Foolish to 

Sacrifice 

for Ideals 

 

Part I2 
General Ethics: Law, Conscience and Duty 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Tend to Obey the 

Law Rather Than 

Follow Conscience 

26.3  Tend to Follow 

Conscience Rather 

Than Obey the 

Law 

32.8  -6.5 172 213    

Duty is Done to 

Fulfill Others Only 

41.6  Duty is Done to 

Fulfill The Self 

Only 

34.8  6.8 36 37    

High Duty to Fulfill 

Others 

30.8  Low Duty to Fulfill 

Others 

37.6  -6.8 203 61    

High Duty to Fulfill 

the Self 

30.7  Low Duty to Fulfill 

the Self 

41.7  -11.0 205 60    

High View of 

Expectations and 

Role in Duty 

35.9  Low View of 

Expectations and 

Role in Duty 

26.2  9.7 190 76    

Part I3 
General Ethics: Relativism and Tolerance 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Tolerance of 

Other Cultures 

28.8  Low Tolerance of 

Other Cultures 

30.5  -1.7 201 230    

High Relativism: 

No Cultures 

Morally Superior to 

Others 

33.1  Low Relativism: 

No Cultures 

Morally Superior to 

Others 

25.7  7.4 232 199    

Part I4 
General Ethics: Environment and Animals 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Duty to Pets 27.9  Low Duty to Pets 39.3  -11.4 216 72    

High Commitment 

to Environmental 

Cleanup 

31.7  Low Commitment 

to Environmental 

Cleanup 

26.3  5.4 231 111    

Part J1 
Personality Factors: Big Five 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Extraversion 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

30.4  Low Extraversion 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

29.4  1.0 191 240    
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High 

Agreeableness 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

31.0  Low 

Agreeableness 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

28.7  2.3 219 213    

High 

Conscientiousnes

s (Big Five 

Personality) 

29.7  Low 

Conscientiousnes

s (Big Five 

Personality) 

30.0  -0.3 223 209    

High Emotional 

Stability (Big Five 

Personality) 

25.7  Low Emotional 

Stability (Big Five 

Personality) 

33.7  -8.0 208 223    

High Imagination 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

30.5  Low Imagination 

(Big Five 

Personality) 

29.0  1.5 203 227    

Part J2 
Personality Factors: Locus of Control 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Internal 

Locus of Control 

30.4  Low Internal 

Locus of Control 

27.8  2.6 258 117    

High Powerful 

Others Locus of 

Control 

36.0  Low Powerful 

Others Locus of 

Control 

24.2  11.8 214 151 * High 

Powerful 

Others 

Locus of 

Control 

 

High Chance 

Locus of Control 

30.4  Low Chance 

Locus of Control 

29.7  0.7 256 171    

Part J3 
Personality Factors: Fatalism, Freewill and Achievement 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Personal 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

33.5  Low Personal 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

38.1  -4.6 80 58    

High Economic 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

28.8  Low Economic 

Success is in Own 

Hands 

39.1  -10.3 52 87    

High Genetic and 

Social Fatalism 

32.9  Low Genetic and 

Social Fatalism 

39.9  -7.0 83 54    

Part J4 
Personality Factors: Personal Attributes 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

More Pleasure in 

Giving Gifts 

28.4  More Pleasure in 

Receiving 

Gifts/Unsure 

32.5  -4.1 316 111    

High Personally 

Ambitious and 

Competitive 

32.2  Low Personally 

Ambitious and 

Competitive 

35.5  -3.3 137 149    

Part K 
Social Capital/Community Networks 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Trust and 

Safety (Social 

Capital) 

32.5  Low Trust and 

Safety (Social 

Capital) 

26.8  5.7 208 134    

High Value of Life 

(Social Capital) 

28.5  Low Value of Life 

(Social Capital) 

33.6  -5.1 221 121    

High Tolerance of 

Diversity (Social 

Capital) 

32.5  Low Tolerance of 

Diversity (Social 

Capital) 

26.1  6.4 215 126    
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High Work 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

23.5  Low Work 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

44.7  -21.2 224 113 **  High Work 

Connection

s (Social 

Capital) 

High Participation 

in Local 

Community (Social 

Capital) 

26.2  Low Participation 

in Local 

Community (Social 

Capital) 

34.6  -8.4 169 174    

High Family and 

Friends 

Connection (Social 

Capital) 

27.0  Low Family and 

Friends 

Connection (Social 

Capital) 

35.0  -8.0 194 149    

High 

Neighbourhood 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

30.5  Low 

Neighbourhood 

Connections 

(Social Capital) 

30.4  0.1 163 180    

High Social 

Agency/Social 

Context Proactivity 

(Social Capital) 

36.4  Low Social 

Agency/Social 

Context Proactivity 

(Social Capital) 

26.6  9.8 136 207    

High Life is Good 

(Social Capital) 

29.4  Low Life is Good 

(Social Capital) 

30.8  -1.4 123 218    

Part L 
Logic and Rationality 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

High Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #1 

30.5  Low Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #1 

39.4  -8.9 137 53    

High Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #2 

38.3  Low Awareness of 

Realism re Health 

Rationing 

Decisions #2 

25.1  13.2 97 54    

High Rationality 

(re Superstition) 

35.6  Low Rationality (re 

Superstition) 

37.2  -1.6 103 33    

High Rationality 

(re Govt Spending) 

27.9  Low Rationality (re 

Govt Spending) 

42.7  -14.8 234 69 *  High 

Rationality 

(re Govt 

Spending) 

High Accept 

Controversial 

Scientific Results 

28.9  Low Accept 

Controversial 

Scientific Results 

31.1  -2.2 170 226    

Part M 
Medical and Personal Habits and Characteristics 

Variable 1 % Agr  Variable 2 % Agr  Diff n1 n2 sg Over Av Under Av 

Smoker (Light or 
Heavy) 

24.4  Non-Smoker 31.4  -7.0 90 340    

Daily or Heavy 
Drinker of Alcohol 

40.5  None or Moderate 
Drinker of Alcohol 

26.8  13.7 98 332 ** Daily or 

Heavy 

Drinker of 

Alcohol 

 

Moderately or 
Definitely 
Overweight 

34.3  Not Overweight 25.1  9.2 226 201 * Moderately 

or 

Definitely 

Overweight 

 

Has Private Health 

Insurance 

27.2  No Private Health 

Insurance 

34.1  -6.9 250 163    

Have Experienced 

Prolonged Illness 

35.4  No Experience 

Prolonged Illness 

32.6  2.8 63 179    
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